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my dear mowat:
At School it was my good fortune to learn History from one
who had an almost fanatical regard for Macaulay. I believed
implicitly all that he told us; but at the same time I felt that he
had what we called * a down * on George III, whom he duly
presented to the class as a very stupid and bigoted person, who
defied the customs of the Constitution, lost America to the
Empire and brought untold miseries to Ireland. One day I
asked him why, if George was such a bad king, die people had
not sent him about his business; and his reply—a very incisive
* Jacobitism, my boy '—seemed to me a satisfactory one, because
then I knew very little about Jacobitism.
Later I came to learn that Englishmen are not only peculiarly
impatient of bad kings but that they have a remarkable genius
for changing dynasties without violating the sacred principles of
Monarchy; and that brought me back to the old doubt that
George III had not had a fair deal. Histories did not help me
very much: diey all appeared to emphasize the truth of the
assertion that George **wlis a bad king. But they also usually
told me that the Whigs were the salt of the eighteenth-century
earth; and although I had been nurtured in principles which
were definitely hostile to Toryism I could not accept that state-
ment. So, there was nothing for it but to read as widely as
I could the records of George Ill's reign; and to form my own
conclusions about this * bad king' whom the British peoples
suffered to reign over them for sixty years.
My conclusions I offer to you as a small token of the deep
debt of gratitude I owe you; for it was in your rooms at
Oxford that I learnt first that historical study was a fascinatingly
humanizing influence; arid that lesson gave me a hobby to
solace a reasonably active official life.
My first conclusion is that George III was a typical Englishman.

